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Dear Ms. Carey:

| am writing on behalf of XO Communications, Inc. (“X0"}). As you may recall, on March 7, 2005,
we filed a letter with the Commission highlighting how SBC Telecommunications, Inc. (‘SBC”) had failed
to engage XO in the good faith negotiations required by the TRRO in order to implement the
Commission’s new rules. We now unfortunately face the same techniques from Verizon. Verizon has
refused to negotiate the requisite ICA Amendments to implement the new Commission directives in the
TRRO, rather claiming that such rules are essentially self-effectuating and require no such Amendment.’
Indeed, as you are well aware, the TRRO requires that CLECs and ILECs undertake all necessary steps
to in good faith amend their existing interconnection agreements (“/CA”) in order to implement the
changes reflected in the TRRO. In addition, the Commission provided a transition period of either 12 or
18 months, depending on the affected UNE, in order to implement such ICA changes and to transition off
all UNEs that are no longer available. Unfortunately, like SBC, Verizon has also taken it upon itself to
ignore the clear directive of the Commission by unilaterally implementing its view of the TRRO without the
good faith negotiation the Commission made clear is required. As we did in our letter to you regarding
SBC, we now outline the actions Verizon has taken to also thwart XO’s efforts to seamlessly comply with
Commissicn directives to ensure the smooth transition of our customners to alternative service
arrangements for affected UNEs.

Cn Febhruary 18, 2005, XO sent written requests to Verizon enter into goed faith negotiations to
amend owr ICAs in Verizon’s territory to incorporate the rule changes necessitated by the TRRO. See XO
Request Letters dated February 18, 2005, attached hereto as Exhibit A. On March 4, 2005, Verizon
responded to such requests claiming that except in very limited circumstances, Verizon was not required
to enter into good faith negotiations with XO to implement the TRRO rule changes, and that, with respect
to the matters addressed by the TRRO, the parties’ existing negotiated |CA terms no longer applied.

See Verizon Response Letter dated March 8, 2005, attached hereto as Exhibit B. We have attempted to
show Verizon the error of its ways by pointing cut the Commission’s clear requirements to follow the

" In some states, Verizon was permitted to modify its wholesale tariffs 10 implement the TRRO
without negotiation or amending the ICA.
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change of law provisions in the ICAs in effect between the two companies. See XO Response Letter
dated March 7, 2005, attached hereto as Exhibit C. However, Verizon has shown that it is not truly
interested in following the law as written, but rather only its erroneous interpretation of the law, not
surprisingly an interpretation that most benefits it.

Verizon’s blatant disregard of Commission direction is evidenced simply and clearly by Verizon’s
own written words as set forth in its Response Letter:

“The TRRO and the FCC"s implementing regulations bar CLECs from ordering new
Discontinued Facilities as of the effect date of the order, irrespective of the terms of
existing Section 252 interconnection agreements.”

{emphasis added}. Indeed, Verizon makes no attempt to hide its strategy to thwart XO’s attempts to fully
comply with the TRRO and to ensure a seamless transition of its customers off affected elements. In the
TRRO, the Commission required ILECs and CLECS to, in good faith, amend their ICAs to incorporate the
Commission's most recent rule changes. Specifically, Y 233 of the TRRO clearly states that:

“[the Commission] expectis] that incumbent LECs and competing carriers will
implement the Commission’s findings as directed by Section 252 of the Act. Thus,
carriers must implement changes to their interconnection agreements consistent with
our congclusions in this Order”

{emphasis added and footnotes omitted). The Commission elaborates on this obligation by stating that
"the incumbent LEC and competitive LEC must negotiate in good faith regarding any rates, terms, and
conditions necessary to implement our rule changes” {emphasis added and footnotes omitted).

The Commission further clarified in the TRRO that parties were to rely on the ICA amendment
process to incorporate its changes, including all transitional provisions, explicitly referencing carriers’ use
of the change of law provisions in their ICAs. Indeed, the Commission emphasized that “carriers have
twelve months from the effective date of this Order to modify their interconnection agreements, including
completing any change of law processes.” See TRRO 1% 143 and 196. Verizon's position that the rule
changes promulgated by the Commission in the TRRO are self effectuating, and that XO is required to
enter into the Verizon form ICA amendment by April 3, 2005, just 24 days after the effective date of the
TRRO, and almost a year prior to the date authorized under the TRRO, is clearly without hasis and wholly
inconsistent with TRRO Y] 143 and 196. Verizon's position is further undermined by the language in
TRRO {1 145 and 198, which state that

“the transition mechanism adopted here is simply a default process, and pursuant o
Section 252(a)(1), carriers remain free to negotiate aiternative arrangements superseding
this transition period. The transition mechanism also does not replace or supersede any
commercial arrangements carriers have reached for the continued provision of . . .
facilities or services.”

Verizon's contentions that it can unilaterally implement the transitional provisions set forth in the
TRRO fly in the face of this Commission construct, which by its clear terms allows for the replacement of
the stated transition mechanism with terms negotiated or arbitrated between the parties. This
Commission construct clearly contemplates nothing less than full bilateral negotiations between the
parties of all “rates, terms and conditions necessary to implement the [Commission’s] rule changes.” See
TRRO 1233 .
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It is also important to emphasize that the Commission explicitly elected to effectuate its rule
changes through the ICA Amendment process, recognizing that these ICAs already provide for 2
mechanism for incorporating changes in the law, and that such changes will take some peried of time to
complete. The Commission has aptly embraced these change of law mechanisms by requiring carriers to
follow their own negotiated processes in order to give effect to the new Commission rules. Also
recognized by the Commission decision is the fact that until the change of law process, and resulting
negotiations, are completed, albeit within the time frames prescribed in the TRRO, the ICA terms and
conditions as previously negotiated and agreed by the respective parties must continue to govern without
interruption or alteration.

The TRRO does not create exceptions to this premise or unilaterally permit Verizon to pick and
choose which of the Commission rule changes must be incorporated into its ICA with XO and which it can
unilaterally implement without negotiation or discussion. Simitarly, nothing in the TRRO permits Verizon
to breach its ongoing obligations to XO in its ICAs. These positions, taken by Verizon, violate the clear
directives of the TRRO. As such, Verizon should not be allowed to circumvent the very terms it
negotiated with XQ in direct contravention of Commission rules simply because it feels it would benefited
by doing so. The Commission has explicitly set forth a process to incorporate its new rule changes into
existing ICAs, and Verizon must be made to follow that procedure.

Therefore, we now respeclively request that the Bureau take whatever steps are necessary to
ensure Verizon complies with the clear directives of the Commission in the TRRO. Verizon must not be
permitted to steamroll XO, ignoring the process the FCC put in place, thereby placing XO and its
customers in further jeopardy. Conversely, XO has no interest in unreasonably delaying the complete
implementation of the Commission’s rules. On the contrary, it is XO's hope to quickly and smoothly
implement all required rule changes so that its customers can be seamlessly transitioned to new service
arrangements where necessary and without interruption. Indeed, as referenced above, XO has already
sent requests to Verizon for negotiation of the necessary amendments to their ICAs, as well as a request
for the business line and fiber-based collocator counts to support Verizon’s Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 wire
center determinations. Despite XO's good faith requests consistent with the process set forth in the
TRRO, however, Verizon continues to refuse to engage XO in good faith negotiations. Verizon’s blatant
refusal to work with XO in good faith to implement the provisions of the TRRO must not be tolerated.
Verizon’s actions again demonstrate its bad faith as it continues to place unreasonable and inappropriate
impediments in the way of its competitors, and in violation of application federal rules. Just as is the case
with SBC, after more than 9 years of delays and excuses, it is time for Verizon to fulfil its obligations as
required by clear Commission order.

As we stated in our letter to you regarding SBC, this is a tenuous time for small and mid-sized
competitive telecommunications carriers, with new mega mergers and consolidations announced almost
weekly, and large carriers continuing to dominate the marketplace. it is thus imperative that ILECs, like
Verizon, be required to comply with the law so competitive LECs can have the certainty they need to
ensure uninterrupted, cost effective, quality service to their customers.

Thank you in advance for your prompt attention to this matter.

S'i,né?rely,
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Fabr.ary 18, 2005
VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL
SBC Contract Administration

ATTN: Notices Manager
311 8. Akard, 9% Floor

Four Boll Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5398

Attached are separate notices from XO Communications Senvices, Inc. requesting SBC begin
good-faith negotiations under Section 252 of the 1966 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a
mutually agreeeble ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have
occurred as a result of the Triennlal Review Remand Order, and to the extent necessary the
Triennial Review Order. Attached are individual notices from XO Comwmunications Services,
Inc., on beheif of and/or as successor in intersst to;

X0 Minois, Inc. Allegiance Telecom of flinois, Inc. Coast to Coast
Telecormnmunications, Inc.
XQ Michigan, Inc. Allegiance Telecom of Michigan, inc.
| XQ Obhio, Inc. Allegiance Telecomn of Qhio, Ing.
 XO Texas, Inc. Allegiance Telecom of Texas, Inc.
[ XO Missour, In¢. Allegianca Telecomn of Missouri, Inc.
| XQ Celifornia, Inc. | Allegiance Telecom of Californie, inc.
XO indiana, Inc.
XQO Wisconsin, inc.
XQ Okiahoma, In¢.
X0 Arkansas, Inc.
XO Kansas, Inc.
XO Connecticut, Inc.
XQ California, {ne.

[ ——
e s AN
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February 18, 2005

VA OVERNIGHT MANL,

SB8C Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 S. Akard, 8" Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5308

On Fabruary 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC") released the
lext of its Order on Remand in In the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundiing
Obiigations of Incumbent L.ocal Exchange Carriars, CC Docket No. 01-338 (*Triennial Review
Remand Order”). The rules adopted in the Triannia/ Review Remand Order constitute a change
in law under the current interconnaction agreement (“ICA™ between XO' and Pacific Bell
Telephone Company dft/a SBC Cellfornia (*SBC™). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Cartain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal writtan notice Is required 1o begin the process of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Remand Ordar.

Accardingly, we heraby provide this notice, and raquest that SBC begin good-faith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1696 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutuslly
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred
as a result of the Triennlal Review Remand Order. We intend that the negotiations will include
the effect of any indepandent state authority to order unbundling on SBC's ongoing obligation to
provide access to cartain unbundled network slements.

X0 notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Trisnnial Raview Remand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effact untll such time as the Parties have executed a written amendmaent to the ICA,
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all terms and conditions of the
current interconnection agreement untit such time as a written amendment is executed,

1 #XQ." for purposes of this notice, refars to XO Communications Services, inc., on behalf of
and/or gs successor in interest to XO California, Inc.

WWW.X0.C0m
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XQ.

The main company contact for these negotiations is:

‘Gegl Leager
Director Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2109 voice
T03-547-2300 facsimile
Emall: gagi.lesger@xo.com

Please Initiate the intemal processaes within SBC that will facifitate this request, and

respond o this ietter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowiedgement of your receipt
s0 that we may begin the negotiation process.

Further, In order to timely incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Order's rules into
our revised interconnection agreement, the wire canters in your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup data
necassary 1o verity the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based coliocators by end
office for each snd office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are definad in the
Trisnnial Revisw Remand Order. This data shouid be provided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005, :

Sincerely,

NIGILY

l Gegi Leege
Director Regulatory Contracts

WWW.X0,00M
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February 18, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 S. Akard, 8" Fioor

Four Bell Plaza

Dailas, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2008, the Fedsral Communications Cornmission ("FCC”) released the
text of its Crder on Remand in In the Matler of Review of the Section 251 Unbundiling
Obligations of incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No, 01-338 { *Triennial Review
Remand Order”). Thae rules adopted in the Triennial Review Remand Order constitute a change
in law under the current interconnection agreement (CA”) between XO' and Wisconsin Bel
Telephone Company dva/ SBC Wisconsin (*SBC™). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formai written notice is required o begin the process of entsring
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Remand Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provida this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith
negoliations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telacom Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agreaable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred
as a result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. |n addition, formal notice {& hersby being
given for purposes of again commencing negotiations on the changes In law implemented by
the Triennial Fleview Order that were unaffectad by the Triennial Review Remand Order? We
intand that the negotiations wili include the effect of section 271 of the 1996 Telscom Act on
$BC's ongoing obligation to provide access to cartain unbundled network elements, as well as
independent state authority to order unbundling.

! *XQ," for purposes of this notics, sefers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of
and/or as successor in interest to XO Wiaconsin, Inc.

? The inclusion of changes in law impiemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XQ may have, and XO hereby reserves all
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO not affectad by appeal or
vacatur.

WWW.0.00M
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XQ.

XQ notes that, pureuant to Seotion 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Compansation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paregraph 233 of the Triennial Review Femand Order, the sxisting terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effect untii such time as the Parties have executed a written amendment to the ICA.
As such, XQO expacts that both it end SBC wili continue to honor all terms and conditions of the
current interconnaection agreement until such time as a written amendment is executed,

The main company contact for these negotiations is:

Geagi Leeger

Diractor Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunsst Hiils Road
Reston, VA 20180
703-547-2109 voice
703-547-230Q facsimile
Email: gegi.leeger®xo.com

Pleasg initiate the internal procaesges within 8BC that will faciiitate this request, and
respond 1o this letter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowledgement of your racaipt
80 that we may begin the negctiation process,

Further, in ordar to timely incorporate the Trisnnial Review Remand Order's rules into
our ravised interconnection agreement, the wire cantars in your operating araas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
identified and verifiad. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup.data
necessary to verity the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based collocators by end
office for each end office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the
Triennial Review Rermand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005,

Sincerety,

S g

Director Regulatory Contracts

WD SOM
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February 18, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Menager
311 S. Akard, 9" Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Daflas, TX 75202-5308

Qn February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission {"FCC”) released the
text of its Order on Remand In In the Matter of Review of tha Section 251 Unbundling
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (“Trennial Review
ARemand Order). The rules adopted in tha Triennial Review Remand Order constitute a change
in law under the current interconnection agreement (*ICA*) batween XO' and Pacific Bal)
Telephone Company d/b/a SBC California ("88C"). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Certain intervening Law, Compensation, interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice s required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendmant to Implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Raview Remand Order.

Accordingly, we hareby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telscom Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agreesble ICA amendmaent that fully and properly implements the changes that heve eccurred
as a result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. In addition, formal notice is hereby being
given for purposes of again commencing negotlations on the changes in law implemented by
the Trennial Review Order that were unaffected by the Trennial Rgview Fiemand Order? We
Intend that the negotiations wili include the affect of section 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on
SBC's ongoing obligation to provide access to cerlain unbundled network eiements, as well as
independent state authority to order unbundling.

1 vX0,” for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Senvices, Inc., on behalf of
and/or as successor in interest to Allegiance Telecom of California, inc.

2 The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Qrder in this request
should not be construed as a walver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves afl
such rights, to seek immediate refief for SBC's continued refusal, ater months of negotiation
betweean the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO not affected by appeal or
vacatur,

WA LA
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XQ.

. XO notes that, pursuant to Saction 2.1 of the Second Amendment Supersading Certain
Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the cutrrent {CA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, the existing terms of the perties’ ICA
continue In effect until such time es the Parties have executed a written smendment to the ICA.
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC wilt continue to honor all terms and conditions of the
current interconnection agrsement until such time as a written amendmaent is executed.

The main company contact for thesa negotiations is:

Gegi Leager

Director Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hiils Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2108 volce
703-547-2300 facsimile
Emall: gegl.leeger@xoe.com

Pleass initiats the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and
respond to this letter as expeditiously as possibla with written acknowledgement of your receipt
so that we may begin the negotiation process.

Further, in order to imely incorporate the Trisnnial Review Raemand Order's rules into
our revisad interconnection agraement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby raquests that SBC provide ali backup data
necessary to verity the number ¢f lines and the identity of the fiber-basad collocators by end
offica for each end office that SBC claims fail within each tier as those ters are defined in the
Triannial Review Remand Order. This data should be pravided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005. '

Sincerely,

Gegi Leeger g

Director Raguiatory Contracts

WL RO LM
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Funion, VA 20190
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February 18, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 S. Akard, o™ Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dalias, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC") relsasad the
text of ite Order on Remand in In the Matter of Review of the Saction 251 Unbundling
Obligations of incumbent Local Exchangs Carnlers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (“Triannial Review
Remand Order’). The rules adopted In the Triennial Review Remand Order constitute a change
in Jaw under the current interconnection agresment (YCA”) between X0O' and Iinols Bell
Telephane Company d/b/a/ SBC lliincis (*SBC™). Pursuant fo Section 2.1 of the Second
Amaendment Superseding Certain imervening Law, Compensation, interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice Is required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations fo arrive st an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's detarminations
in the Triannial Review Remand Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and raquest that SBC begin good-faith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agresable {CA amendmant that fully and propery implements the changes that have occured
as & result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. In addition, formal notice Is hereby being
given for purpoaes of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implementad by
the Triennial Raview Order that were unaffected by the Triennial Review Remend Order? We
intend that the negotiations will include ths effect of saction 271 of the 1996 Telecomn Act on
SBC's ongoing obligation to provide access to certain unbundied network elemants, as well as
independent state authority to order unbundiing.

1 "XQ,” for purposas of this notice, refers to XO Communications Setvices, Inc., on behaif of
and/or as successor in interest to Allegiance Telecom of linois, Ing.

? The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Trlennial Review Order In this request
shouid not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may havs, and XO hereby reserves all
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO not affected by appeal or
vacatur,

WWW.XD.COM
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XQ.

XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnaction and Trunking Provisions of the current iCA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, tha existing terms of the parties’ [CA
continue in effect untll such time as the Parties have executed a written amendment 1o the ICA,
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all terms and conditions of the
curment interconnection agreement until such time as a written amendment Is executed.

The main company contact for these negotiations is:

Gegi Loager

Director Raguiatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20100
703-547-2109 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Emall: gegl.leeger@xo.com

Please Initiate the intemal processes within SBC that will faclitate this request, and
respond to this lefter as axpeditiously as possible with written acknowledgement of your raceipt
s0 that we may begin the negotiation process.

Further, in order to timaly incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Order's rules into
our ravised intarconnaction agreement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criterla for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup. data
necessary to verify the number of lines and the Identity of the fiber-based coliccators by end
office for each and office that SBC ciaims fall within each tier as those tlers are defined in the
Triennial Review Remand Crder. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,
Fabruary 25, 2005.

Sinceraly,

S L

Director Reguiatory Contracts

WWW.XD.COM
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February 18, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN; Notices Manager
311 8. Akard, 9" Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202.5398

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC™) released the
text of its Order on Remand in In the Matter of Review of tha Section 251 Unbundiing
Obiigations of Incurnbent Local Exchangs Carmiers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (“Triennial Review
Remand Order”). The rules adopted in the Triennia) Review Remand Ordsr constitute & changa
in law under the cusrent interconnection agreament (MCA”") betwsen XO' and Michigan Bell
Telephone Company db/a/ SBC Michigan ("SBC”). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Ceririn intervening Law, Compensation, interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, farmal written ntice is required to begin the process of entering
ino negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement Into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Feview Remand Order.

Accardingly, we hereby provide this notice, and raquest that SBC begin good-faith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1898 Telecorn Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred
as & result of the Triennial Review Remand Order, In eddition, formal notice is haraby being
given for puiposes of again commencing negotiations cn the changes in law impismsnted by
the Triennial Review Order that were unaffactad by the Triennial Review Rernand Ordert We
intend that the negotiations will include the effect of saction 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on
SBC’s ongoing ohbligation to provide access 10 certain unbundled network slements, as well as
independent state authority to order unbundting.

1 9O, tor purpases of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of
and/or es successor in interast to Allegiance Telecom of Michigan, inc.

% The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XQ may have, and XO hereby reserves all
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO not affected by eppeal or
vacatuy,

WWW. 0, L0M
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XQ.

XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, the existing tarms of the parties’ ICA
continua in effect until such time as the Parties have axecuted & written amendment 1o the ICA,
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honar all tarms and conditions of the
current interconnection agreement untit such time as a written amendment is exacuisd.

The main company contact for these negotiations is:

Geqi Leager

Director Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunsst Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2109 voice
703-547-2300 tacsimile
Email: gegi.lseger@xo.com

Piease initiate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and
respond ta this letter as expeditiously as possibie with writtan acknowiedgement ¢f your receipt
so that weé may begin the negotiation process.

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Order’s rules into
cur revised interconnection agreement, the wire oentaers in your oparating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be

idantified and verified, Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup data

necessary to verity the nurnber of lines and the identity of the fiber-based collocators by end
office for each end office that SBC ciaims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the
Triennial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005,

Sinceraly,

Gegi Leeger 8

Director Ragulatory Contracts

WAWW.R0,CoMm
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February 18, 2005

V1A OVERNIGHT MAIL,

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Natices Manager
311 8, Akard, 8" Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC") released the
text of its Order on Remand In /n the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundiing
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carrlers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (“Triennial Raview
Remand Order”). The rules adopted In the Triennial Raview Remand Order constitule & change
in law under the current interconnection egraement ("ICA”) between XO' and Southwestern Ball
Telephonse, L.P. db/a SBC Missour (“SBC”). Pursuant to Section 2,1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that JCA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to irnplement into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Remand Order.

Accordingly, we hergby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith
negatiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agreeable |CA amendment that fully and proparty implements the changes that have accurred
as a result of the Triennial Raview Remand Order. In addition, formal notice is hereby being
gliven for purposes of again commencing negotiations on the ohenges in law implemented by
the Trennial Review Ordarthat were unaffected by the Triennial Review Remand Order? We
intend! that the negotiations will includle the effect of section 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on
SBC's ongaing abliigation to provide access o certain unbundied network slemeanis, as well as
independent state authority to order unbundling.

1 =XQ," for purposes of this notica, refers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of
and/or as successor in interest to Allegiance Telecom of Missourd, Inc.

% The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request
should not be construsd as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO heraeby reserves all
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO not affected by appeal or
vacatur.

W, x0.00m
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XQ.

XQ notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 ¢f the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
intervening Law, Compensation, interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in sfiect until such time as the Parties have executed a writtan amendment to the ICA.
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continus 10 honor all tarms and conditions of the
current interconnection agreement untii such time as a written amendment is executed,

The main company contact for these negotiations is:

Gegi Leager

Diractor Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hllls Road
Reston, VA 20180
7083-547-2109 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Emaii: gegl.leeger@xo.corn

Please initiate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and
respond to this letter as expaditiousty as possible with written acknowledgement of your recelpt
50 that we may begin the negotiation process,

Further, in order to timely incorporale the Triennial Raview Remand Order’s niles into
our revised interconnection agraament, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dadicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
Identified end verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide sil backup.data
necessary to verify the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based collocators by end
office for each and office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the
Triennial Reviaw Remand QOrder. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005.

Sincerely,

Director Reguiatory Contracts

WWW.XD.COm
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February 18, 2006

YIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Ncotices Manager
311 8. Akard, 9™ Floor

Four Ball Plaza

Oallas, TX 76202-5398

On Fabruary 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC™) released the
text of its Ordar on Remend in In the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundiing
Obligations of incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No, 01-338 (“Triennial Review
Remand Order’). The rules adoptad in the Triennial Revisw Remand Order constitute & change
in law under the current intarconnaction agraement (*ICA") between XO' and Ohio Bell
Telephone Company d/ib/a/ SBC Ohio ("SBC"). Pursuent to Section 2.1 of the Second
Armandmant Supersading Ceriain intervening Law, Compensation, Intersonnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the procesas of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into tha ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Ramand Order.

Accordingly, we heraby provide this notica, and request that SBC begin good-faith
negotiations under Saction 252 of the 1996 Telacom Act directed toward reaching a rmutually
agreeable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changas that have occurred
as a reault of the Tniennial Review Remand Order. In addition, formal notice is hereby being
given for purposes of agaln commencing negotiations on the changes in law implementad by
the Trignnial Review Order that were unaffectad by the Triennial Review Remand Order? We
intand that the negotiations will inciude the effect of section 271 of the 1996 Telacom Act on
8BC’s angoing obfigation to provide access to certein unbundled network elements, as well as
independent state authonity to order unbundiing.

T *XQ,” for purposes of this notice, refers to X0 Communicetions Services, inc., on behalf of
and/or as successor in interest to Alleglance Telecom of Ohio, 1no.

2 The inclusion of changas in law implemented by the Trienniel Review Order in this request
shouid not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hersby reserves ail
such rights, 1o seek immediate reflef for SBC's continued refusai, after months of negotiation
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO not affected by appsal or
vacatur,

WWWAID.COMN
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X0 notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intarvening Law, Compensation, Imterconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current 1ICA and
paregraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effact unth such time as the Parties have exacuted a written amendment to the ICA.
As such, XQ expacts that both it and SBC wilf continue to honot all tarms and conditions of the
current interconnection agresment unti! such §me as a written amandment is executed.

The main company contact for these negotiations is:

Gegl Leager

Diractor Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2108 voice
703-547-2300 facsimiie
Email: gegl.leeger@xo.com

Please initiata the intemnal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and
respond to this letter as expeditiously as poasibie with written acknowiedgament of your receigt
so that we may bagin the negotiation process.

Further, in order to timely incorporats the Triennial Review Remand Order’s rules into
our revised interconnaction agreemant, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tiar 2, and Tler 3 oriteris for dedicated transport and 031 and DS3 loops must be
iderttified and verified. Accordingly, XO heraby requests that SBC provide al) backup. data
necessary to varify the number of lines and the iderntity of the fiber-based collocators by end
office for sach end office that SBC ciaims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the
Trlennial Review Remand Order. This data shouid be provided by no later than Friday,

February 25, 2005.
Gagi Leeger a

Dirsctor Regulatory Contracts

Sinceraly,

WNW,XO.COM
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SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 S. Akard, 8™ Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Duallas, TX 75202.5398

On February 4, 2005, the Faderal Communications Commission (*FCC™) released the
text of its Order on Remand in /n the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundling
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CG Docket No. 01-338 { *Trisnnial Review
Remand Order”). The rules adopted in the Trlennial Review Remand Order constitute & change
in law under the current interconnection agreement ("ICA") between XO' and Southwestorn Bell
Telephone, L.P. db/a SBC Texas (“SBC"). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment
Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, interconnection and Trunking Provisions
of that ICA, formal written notice is required to bagin the process of antering into negotiations to
arrve at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations in the Triennial
Peview Remend Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1098 Telecom Act directed toward rsaching a mutually
agreeabie ICA emendment that fully and properly implemants the changes that have cccumed
as a result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. In addition, formal notice is hersby being
given for purposes of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implsmented by
the Triennial Review Orderthat were unaffected by the Triennial Review Rermand Order? We
intend that the nagotiations will include the effect of section 271 of the 1398 Telacom Act on
S8C's ongoing obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as
independent state authority 1o order unbundling.

T =XQ," for purposes of this notioe, refers to XO Communications Services, inc., on behalf of
and/or as successor in interest to Allegiance Telecom of Taxas, inc.

2 The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Beview Order in this request
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby raserves all
such rights, 1o seek Immediate relief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation
between the parties, 1o implement those provisions of the TRO not affected by appeal or
vacatur.

WAWL.EG.COM
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X0 notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Gertain
Intervening Law, Compensation, imterconinection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effsct until such time as the Parties have executad a writtan amendmant to the ICA.
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue 1o honor all terms and conditions of the
current interconnection agresmanm unti! such time as a written amendment is executed.

The main company contact for these negotiations ia:

Gegi Leeger

Director Raguiatory Contraots
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20180
703-847-2109 woice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Emall: gegi.loeger@xo.com

Piease initlate the intemal processes within SBC that will facilitate thi request, and
respond to this letter as expeditiously as posaible with written acknowledgament of your receipt
so that we may begin the negotiation process,

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Order’s ruies into
our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisty the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 joops must be
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup.data
nacessary to verify the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based collecatars by end
office for sach end office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the
Triennial Review Remand Ordsr. This data should ba provided by no later than Friday,
Februsry 25, 2008.

o
Gegi l.i?e,r
Director Regulatary Contracts

R R
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February 18, 2005

ViA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Adminiatration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 8. Akard, 9" Floor

Four Ball Plaza

Daflas, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2008, the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC™) released the
text of its Order on Remand in /n the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundling
Obligations of Incurnbent Local Exchangs Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338 ("Triennial Review
Remand Order”). The rules adopted in the Trisnnjal Review Remand Order consiitute a change
in law under the currant interconnection agreement (“ICA”) between XO' and Michigan Bell
Telephone Company d/b/a/ SBC Michigan ("SBC"). Pursuent to Section 2.1 of tha Second
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compansation, Intercannection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice is required ta begin the process of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Remand Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notica, and requast thet SBC begin good-faith
negotistions under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agreeabie ICA amandment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred
as a resuit of the Triennial Review Remand Order. in addition, formal natice is heraby being
given for purposes of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law impiemented by
the Triennial Review Orderthat were unaffectsd by the Trisnnial Review Remand Order? We
intend that the negotiations will include the effect of section 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on
SBC's ongoing obligation to provide accass to cartain unbundled network elemeants, as wel as
independent state authorfty to order unbundling.

1 =% 0," for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications, Inc., on behall of Coast 10
Coast Telecommunications, Ing.

? The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all
such rights, to seek immediate ralief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation
between the partias, to implement those provisions of the TRO not affected by appeal or
vacatur.

WWW.XD. 20N
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XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Sscond Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Compensation, interconnection snd Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Trisnnial Review Remand Crder, the existing torms of the parties’ ICA
continue In effect untll such time as the Parties have executed g written amendment to the ICA.
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to hanor all terms and conditions of the
current interconnection agreement until such time as a writtan amendment is execttod.

The main company contact for these negotiations is:

Gegi Leeger

Director Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20160
703-547-2108 voice
703-547-2300 facsimfle
Email: gegi.lsagerd@xo.com

Pimase initiate the imermal processes within SBC that will facifitate this request, and
respond to this lefter as expeditioualy as possible with written acknowladgament of your receipt
50 that we may begin the negotiation process,

Further, in order to timely Incorparate the Triennial Review Remand Order's rules into
our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating araas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
identifiact and verified. Accordingly, XQ hereby requests that SBC provide alf backup.data
necassary to varify the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-basad collocators by end
office for each end office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those Hers are dafined In the
Triennial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005,

Sinceraly,

Gegi Leeger 3

Director Reguiatory Contracts

WYYWLXT SO
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February 18, 2005

VIA QVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 S. Akard, 8™ Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Cormmission ("FCG™ released the
text of its Order on Remand in In the Maiter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundiing
Obligations of incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (*Thiennial Feview
Remand Order). The rules adopted in the Triennial Review Remand Order constitute a changs
i law under the current interconnection agreement (ICA™) between XO® and lliinois Bell
Talaphone Company d/b/a/ SBC illinois (“SBC™. Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Certaln intervening Law, Compensation, Intarconnaction and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice Is required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations to arive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Remand Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agresable ICA amsndment that fully and properly implements the changes that have ocourred
as a result of the Triennial Review Remand Order.

X0 netes that, pursuant te Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Cartain
Intervening Law, Compansation, interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Trsnnial Rsview Ramand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effect untl] such ime as the Parties have executed a written amendment to the ICA.
As such, XQ expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all termns and conditions of the
currert interconnaction agresment until such time as a written amendment is exacuted,

' "X0," for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of
and/or as successor In interest to XQ Miinois, Inc.

WO, XA T
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The mein company contast for these negotiations js:

'Gegi Leeger

Birector ~ Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2108 voice

. 703-547-2300 facsimile

Email: gegi.lesger@xo.com

Pleass initiate the intemal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and
respond 1o this latter as @xpeditiously as possible with written acknowledgement of your receipt
so that we may begin the negotiation process.

Sincerely,

Director Regulatory Contracts

WWAY.XE.EOM



http://wwnt.Lo.com

FEB.Z3 4005 11:13 703-547-2984 X0 COMMUNICATIONS #6704 P.D22
X0 Communicutioms, Inc. X 0
™

11111 Sunyat Hille Rosd
Ragtan, VA 20190
MN3A

February 18, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

S$BC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 8. Akard, 8 Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission (*FCC") released the
text of its Order on Remand In in the Mattar of Review of the Section 251 Unbundiing
Obligations of Incurmbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (*Triennial Review
Remand Order”). The tules adepted in the Triennlal Review Remand Order constitute & change
in law under the current interconnection agresment (1CA") batwaen XO' and Southwestam Ball
Telephone, L.P. db/a SBC Arkansas ("SBC”). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Supersading Certain infervening Law, Compensation, interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement into the {CA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Rernand QOrder, -

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-aith negotiations
undler Section 252 of the 1998 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually agreeable (CA
amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred as a result of the
Trienninl Review Remand Order. in addition, formal notice is hereby being given for purposes
of again commencing hagotiations on the changes in law implemented by the Triennial Revisw
Order that were uneffected by the Trisnnial Asview Remand Order? We intend that the
negotiations will include the effect of saction 271 of the 1996 Telacom Act on SBC's ongeing
obligation 10 provide access to certain unbundiad network alaments, as well as independent
state authority to order unbundiing.

1 xQ,” tor purposes of this notice, refers to XO Cammunicatione Services, inc., on behalf of
and/or as successor In interest to X0 Arkansas, Inc.

2 The inclusion of changes in law implementsd by the Triennial Raview Order in this request
shouki not be construed as & waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves alf
such rights, 1o seek immediate ralie! for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation
betwean the parties, 1o implement thoge provisions of the TRO not affected by appeal or
vacatur,

wWWwW.X0.com
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XQ.

XQ notes that, pursuant to Saction 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervaning Law, Compensation, interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the surrent ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in affect until such fime as the Parties have executed a written amendment to the ICA.
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all terms end conditions of the
current interconnaction agreement until such tima as a written amendment is exacuted.

The main company contact for these negotiations is:

Gegi Lesger

Director Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-21089 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Email: gegi.leeger@xo.com

Please initlate the intemal procasses within SBC that will faciiitate this request, and
respond to this letter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowledgement of your receipt
S0 that we may begin the negotiation process.

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Order’s rules into
our revised interconnection agreament, the wira centers in your operating areas that satisty the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criterla for dedicated transport and DS1 and D83 loops must be
identifled and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requesis that SBC provida all backup.data
necessary to verlfy the number of lines and the identity of the fiher-based coflocators by end
office for sach end office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers ara defined in the
Trienniai Review Ramand Order. This data shoukd ba provided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005.

Sinceraty,

O by

Director Regulatory Contracts

wWWXD oM



http://gegi.leegor0xo.com

FEB,.23'2005 11:14 703-547-2984 X0 COMMUNICATIONS #6704 P.0O24

[ o ——

X0 Communications, Ine, x 0
-

11111 Syemet Hills Read
Ruaton, VA 23190
LEA

February 18, 2005

YIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 S. Akard, 9" Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2006, the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC") released the
taxt of its Order on Remand in In the Matter of Raview of the Section 251 lUnbundiing
Obiigations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (“Triennial Review
Remand Order”). The rulee adopted in the Trisnnial Aeview Remand Order constitute a chenge
in Jaw under the currert intarconnection agreement (ICA”) between XO' and The Southem New
England Telephone Cornpany d/b/a/ SBC Connecticut (*SBC™). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the
Second Amendment Superseding Cartain Intarvening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal writtan notice is required to bagin the process of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to Impiement into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Remand Order.

Accordingly, we heraby provide this notice, and requast that SBC bagin good-taith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1986 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agreesabls ICA amendment that fully and proparly implements the changes that have oocurred
as a result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. In addition, formal notice is hereby being
given for purpcses of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by
the Triennial Review Order that were unatfected by the Trisnnial Fieview Remand Order? We
intend that the negotiations will inciude the effect of section 271 of the 1998 Telecom Act on
SBC's ongoing ebligation to provide access to certain unbundied network elements, as well as
independant state authority to order unbundling.

1 "XO," for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behaif of
and/or as successor in Intereat to XO Connecticut, Inc.

% The inclusion of changes In law implernented by the Triennial Review Order in this request
should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation
betwesn the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO not affected by appeai or
vacatur,

WWWV,X0,50M
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_XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Compensation, interconnection and Trunking Pravisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, the existing terms of the prrtjes’ ICA
continue in effact until such time as the Parties have sxacuted a written amendmant to the (CA.
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continua 16 honor all terms and conditions of the
currant interconnection agreamant until such time as a written amendmaernt is executed.

The main company contact for these nagotiations is:

Gegl Laeger

Director Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunaet Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2109 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Emall: gegi.leegar @xo.com

Plaass initlate the internel processes within SBC that will facllitate this request, and
respand ta this letter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowledgement of your receipt
so that we may bagin the negotiation procesa.

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Triennie/ Review Remand Order’s rules into
our revised inteérconnection agreement, the wite centers in your operating areas that satisty the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tler 3 criteria for dadicated transport and DS1 end DS3 loops must be
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup data
necessary to verify the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based collocatars by end
office for sach and office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the
Triennial Review Rernand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005.

Sincerely,

Director Regulatory Contructs

VANLXD GRM
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February 18, 2005

YIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

S8C Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 S. Akard, 8 Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallag, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission ("FCC™) released the
text of its Order on Remand in in the Matter of Review of the Saction 251 Unbundiing
Obiigations of Incumbent Local Exchange Garriers, CC Docket Na. 01-338 (“Triennial Review
Remand Order”). The rules adopted in the Triennial Revisw Remand Order constitute a change
in law under the currant interoonnection agreement ("ICA”) batwesn XO' and Indiana Bel}
Telephone Company db/a/ SBC indiana {"SBC"). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice Is required 1o bagin the procass of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implerment Into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Remand Order. ‘

Accordingly, we hersby provide this notice, and request that SBC begin good-faith
negotirtions under Saction 252 of the 1988 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agreesble ICA amsndrment that tully and properly implements the changes that have occurred
as a result of the Thennial Review Remand Order. In addition, formal noftice is hareby being
given for purposes of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by
the Triennial Review Ordar that were unaftected by the Triennial Revisw Remand Order? We
intend that the negotiations will include the effect of section 271 of the 1998 Telocom Act on
SBL's ongoing obligation to provide 200688 to certain unbundied network elements, as welf as
independent state authority to order unbundling.

' *XO,” tor purposes of this notice, refers to X0 Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of
and/or es successor In interest to XO indlana, Inc.

% The Inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in thie request
shouid not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hareby reserves alf
such rights, to saak immediate relief for SBC's continued rafusal, after months of negotiation
between the parties, to Implement thase provisions of the TRO not affected by appeal or
vacatur.

WWWLRD.COMm
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. XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, tha existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in atfect until such time as the Parties have oxscuted a writtan emendment to the ICA.
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC wiil continye t honor all tarms and conditlons of the
current interconnection agreement until such time as a written amendment is executed,

™

The main company contact for these nagotiations is:

Gegi Lesger

Diractor Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2109 voice
703~-547-2300 facsimile
Email: gegi.leeger@®xo0.com

Plaase [nitiate the intemal processes within SBC that wil) faciiitate this request, and
raspond lo this letter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowladgement of your receipt
50 that we may begin the negotiation process,

Further, in order to timely Incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Order's rules into
our ravised interconnection agresment, the wire centers in your operating arsas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tler 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DSt and DS3 loops must be
identified and verified, Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup data
necessary ta verity the number of linas and the identity of the fiber-basad collacators by end
office for rach end office that SBC claims {all within each tier as thosae tiers are defined in the
Triennial Revisw Remand Order. This data shouid be provided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005,

Sincerely,
Geagl ngenS r g
Director Reguiatory Contracts

Wy, 3D .C0Mm
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February 18, 2005

ViA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Managar
311 8, Akard, 8" Floar

Four Bell Plaza

Dallag, TX 75202-5398

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC™) relaased the
text of its Order on Remand in In the Mattor of Review of the Section 251 Unbundiing
Obiligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No, 01-338 ( *Triennial Raview
Remand Order"). The rules adopted in the Triennial Review Remand Order constitute a changa
in law under the current interconnaction agreement (“iCA”) between XO' and Southwestam Sell
Telaphone, L.P. db/e SBC Kansas ("SEC"). Pursuant to Saction 2.1 of the Second Amendment
Superseding Cartain Intervening Law, Compensation, interconnection and Trunking Provisions
of that ICA, formal written notics is required to begin the process of entering into negotiations to
arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC’s determinations in the Trisnnial
Feaview Remand Order. '

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and requeet that SBC begin good-faith negotiations
under Section 252 of the 1986 Telecam Act dirscted toward reaching & mutuglly agreeeble ICA
amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred as a result of the
Triennial Review Aemand Qrder. In addition, forma! notice is heroby being given for purpeses
of again commancing negatiations on the changes in law implemented by the Trennlel Raview
Order that were unaffected by the Triennial Review Hemand Order® We intend that the
negotiations will include the cffect of section 271 of the 1908 Telecom Act on SBC's ongoing
obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as independent
state awthorty to order unbundiing,

! *X0O," for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of
and/or as successor in nterest to XO Kanses, Inc.

? The inclusion of changes in law implemented by tha Triennial Review Ordsr In this request
shouid not be construed as a watver of any right XO may have, and XO heraby reserves aif
such rights, to seek immediata relief for S8C's continued refusal, aftar months of negotiation
betwsen the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRO ot affectad by appeal or
vacatur.
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XQ.

XQ notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Sacond Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Cornpensation, interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA ang
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effect untll such time as the Parties have executed a written amendment to the ICA.
As such, XO expects that both it and SBC will continue to hanor all terms and conditions of the
current interconnection agreement untit such time as a written amendment Is executed.

B ]

The main company contact for these negotiations Is:

Gegi Leoger

Director Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hiils Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2108 voice
703-547-2300 tacsimile
Emafl: gegileeger@xo.com

Pleasa initiate the intemal processes within SBC that will faciitate this request, and
tespond ta this letter as expeditiousiy as possible with writtan acknowledgement of your receipt
so that wa may begin the negotiation process,

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Trisnnial Review Remand Order’s nules into
our revisad interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating aroas that satisty the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transport end DS1 and DS3 loops must be
identified and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide alf backup data
necessary to verity the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based coliocators by and
office for each end office that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are dafinad in the
Trennial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,

February 25, 2005.
Sincerely,
CGegi Laager 8
Director Ragulatory Contracts
WWW. D, CRM
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February 18, 2005

VIA QVERNIGHT MAIL,

88C Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 S. Akard, 9" Floor

Four Beil Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5398

On Februery 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC") released the
taxt of its Order on Remand in In the Matiar of Revisw of the Section 251 Unbundiing
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No, 01-338 (“Triennial Review
Remand Qrder™). Thé rules adoptad In the Trisnnial Review Remand Order constitute a change
in {aw under the current interconnection agreement ("ICA”) betwean XO' and Michigan Beil
Telephone Company d/a/ SBC Michigan (“SBC"). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendmem Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering
Into negotiations to arrive st an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Remand Order.

Accordingly, wa hereby provide this notice, and request that SBC bagin good-faith
negotiations under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching & mutually
egrecable ICA amendment that fully and properly implements the changes that have octurred
s a result of the Triennial Review Remand Order. In addition, forrmal notice is hereby being
given for purposes of agaln commencing negotiations on the chenges in jaw impiemented by
the Triennial Review Order that were unatfected by the Triennial Review Remand Order? We
intend that the negotiations will include the effect of section 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on
SBC's ongoing obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as
independent state authority to order unbundling.

* % 0." for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Servicas, Inc., on behalf of
and/or as successor in interest to XO Michigan, Inc.

£ The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Trennial Review Order in this request
should not be conatrued as a waiver of any right XO mey have, and XQ hereby reserves afl
such rights, o seek immediate refief for SBC's continuied refusal, after months of negotiation
betwean the parties, to implernent those provisions of the TRO not affected by appeal or
vacatur,

www,x0,c0m
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. XO notas that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnaction and Trunking Provisions of the currsnt ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Aemand Order, the existing terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effoct until such time as the Parties have exscuted a writtan amendment to the ICA
As such, XO expscts that both it and SBC will continue to honor all terms and conditions of the
current interconnection agresment until such time as a written amendment is exscuted.

FEB.23'2005 11:16 703-547-2984

The mein company contact for thess negotiations Is;

Gegi Leager

Diractor Reguiatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Aeston, VA 20190
703-547-2109 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Email: gegl.leeger@xo.com

Pleage initiate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and
respond to this [etter as expaditiously as possible with writtan acknowledgement of your receipt
$0 that we may begin the negotiation process,

Further, In order i timely incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Order's nies into
our revised interconnection agreerment, the wire centars in your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dadicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
identifiad and venfied. Accordingly, XO hereby raquests that SBC provide all backup data
neceasary to varify the number of ines and the identity of the fiber-based coflocators by end
office for each end offica that SBC claims fall within each tier as those tiers are defined in the
Trisnnial Review Remand Order. This data should ba provided by no later than Friday,
February 25, 2005.

Sincerely,

Gegi Leeger E

Director Regulatory Contracts

W, O LM
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Fabruary 18, 2005

YIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 8. Akard, 8™ Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dellas, TX 75202-5308

On February 4, 2008, the Federal Communications Cammissian ("FCC™) released the
text of its Order on Remand In /n the Matter of Review of the Soction 251 Unbundiing
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (“Trisnnial Roview
Remnand Order"). The rules adoptad in the Triennial Review Remand Order constitute a change
in law under the current interconnection agreement ("ICA”) betwsen XO' and Southwestern Bell
Telephona, L.P. d/b/a SBC Missouri (“SBC"). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Suparseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and
Trunking Provigions of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations to amive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Remand Ordor.

Accordingly, wa hereby provide this notica, and raquest that SBC begin good-faith negotiations
under Saction 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually agresabie ICA
amandment that fully and properly implements the changes that have occurred as a result of the
Triennial Review Remand Order. In addition, formal notice is hereby being given for purposes
of again commencing negotiations on the changes In law implemented by the Triennial Fleview
Order that were unaffectsd by the Triennial Review Remand Order? Wae intend that the
negotiations will include the sffect of section 271 of the 1996 Telecom Act on SBC’s ongoing
obligation 1o pravide access to cerain unbundied network elements, as well as independent
state authority to order unbundiing.

! #%0," for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Serviges, Inc., on bahalf of
and/ar as successor in interest to XO Missourl, Inc.

% The inclusion of changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review Order in this request
should not be conetrued as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves ail
such rights, to seek immadiate ralief tor SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation
between the parties, to implement those provigions of the TRO not affected by appeal or
vacatur,

WXL DO Y
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XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Compensation, Intsrconnection and Trunking Provisiona of the current ICA and
paragraph 223 of tha Triennial Review Remand Ordsr, the existing terms of the panties’ ICA
continue in effect until such time as the Parties have executed a written amendmant to the ICA.
As such, XO expaects that both it and SBC will continue to honor alt termis and conditions of the
current interconnaction agreemant until sugh time as & writtan amendment is executsd,

The main company contact for these nagotietions is:

Gegt Leager

Director Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2108 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Email: gegi.leeger@xo.com

Please initiate the intomal procasses within SBC that will facilitate this request, and
respond to this letter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowledgemaent of your receipt
so that we may begin the negotiation procass,

Further, in order to timely Incorporate the Triennial Review FAsmand Order's rules into
our revised Intarconnection agraement, the wire centars in your oparating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transpert and D51 and DS3 loops must be
identitiod and verified. Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup-data
necessary to verify the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based coliocators by snd
office for each and office that SBC claims fall within aach tier as those tiers are defined in the
Triennis! Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later then Friday,
February 25, 2005.

Sincerety,

Gegi Laeger ﬁ

Director Regulatory Contracts

WL xn.cam
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February 18, 2005

YiA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 8. Akard, 9" Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-53¢8

On February 4, 2005, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC") released the
text ot ite Order on Remand in /n the Mattar of Review of the Saction 251 Unbundiing
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchange Carriars, CC Dockat No, 01-338 (“Triennial Review
Remand Order). The rules adopted in the Triennial Review Remand Order constitite a change
in law under the current interconnaction agreement (ICA™ betwesn X0O' and Ohlo Ball
Taelephone Gompany d/b/a/ SBC Ohio (“SBC”). Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendment Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensatlon, Interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations 1o arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Bemand Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and requast that SBC begin good-faith
negotiations under Saction 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually
agreeabie |CA amendment that fully and properly implements the changss that have occurred
as a result of the Trienmial Revisw Remand Order. in addition, formal notice is haraby being
given for purposes of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by
the Triannial Revisw Order that were unaftected by the Triennial Review Remand Order? We
intand that the negotiations will include the effect of section 271 of the 1896 Telecom Act on
SBC's ongoing cbiigation to provide access to certain unbundied network elements, as well as
independent state authority to order unbundiing.

1 =XO," for purposes of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services, Inc., on behalf of
and/or as sucoessor in interast to XO Ohio, inc.

? The inclusion of changaes In law implamanted by the Triennial Review Order in this request
shouid not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may havs, and XO hereby reserves afl
such rights, to seek immediate relief for SBC's continuad refusal, after months of negotiation
betweern the parties, fo implement those provisions of the TRO nat affected by appeal or
vacatr.
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. XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Cartain
Intervering Law, Compensation, interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triannial Review Remand Order, the existing terms of tha parties’ ICA
continue in effect until such time as the Parties have exacuted a written amendment to the JCA.
As such, XO expects that beth it and SBC will continue 1o honor all torms and conditions of the
current interconnection agreement until such time as a written amendment i executed,

The main company contact for these negotiations is:

Gegl Lesger

Director Regulatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2108 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Email: gegi.leeger@xo.com

Please initiate the internal processes within SBC that will facilitate this request, and
respond to this letter as expeditiously as possible with written acknowledgement of your receipt
80 that we may begin the negotiation process.

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Order's rules into
our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tler 3 criteria for dedicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
Identified and verified, Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide ail backup data
necessary to verify the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based coliocators by end
office for each end office that SBC claime fall within each tier as those tiers ere defined in the
Triennial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,

February 25, 2005.
Sincegely,

Gegi Leeger
Director Regulatory Contracts

WL Lo
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February 18, 2005

YA OVERNIGHT MAIL

SBC Contract Administration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 S, Akard, 9" Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 75202-5388

On February 4, 2005, the Faderal Communications Commission (“FCC"} releasad the
text of its Order on Remand in In the Matter of Review of the Section 251 Unbundiing
Obligations of Incumbent Local Exchangs Carriers, CC Docket No. 01-338 (“Triennial Review
Remand Order™), The ruies adopted in the Trisnnial Aeviaw Remand Order constitute a changs
in law under the current interconnection agreement ("ICA") between X0O' and Southwestemn Sell
Telaphone, L.P. d/b/a SBC Oklahoma (“SBC™. Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second
Amendmaent Superseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and
Trunking Provisions of that ICA, tormal written notice is required to begin the process of entering
into negotiations to arrive at an amendment to implement Into the ICA the FCC's determinations
in the Triennial Review Remand Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provide this notice, and requast that SBC begin good-faith negotiations
under Saction 252 of the 1996 Talecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually agreeable ICA
amendment that fully and properly implements tha changes that have occurred as a result of the
Trisnnial Review Ramand Order. In addition, formal notice is hereby being given for purposes
of agaln commencing negotiations on the changes in law implementad by the Triannial Review
Ordarthat were unaffected by the Triennial Review Remand Order® We intend thet the
negotiations will include the effect of saction 271 of the 1396 Telecom Act on SBC's ongoeing
obligation to provide access to certain unbundled network elements, as well as independent
state authority to order unbundiing.

Y *X0," for purpases of this notice, refers to XO Communications Services, inc., on behalf of
and/or as successor in interest to XO Okiahoma, Inc.

% The inclusion of changes [n law Implemented by the Triennial Review Crder in this request
should not be construed as & walver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves all
such rights, to seek immediate rejief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation
between the parties, to implement those provisions of the TRQO not affected by appeal or
vacatur.
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XQ.

XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, the exigting terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effect until such time as the Parfies have exeouted a written amendment to the iCA.
As such, XQ axpects that both it and SBC will continue to honor all terms and conditions of the
current interconnection agresment until such time as a written amendment Is executed.

The main company contact for these negotiations ls:

Gegi Leoger

Director Regulatery Contracts
11111 Sunset Hills Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2109 voica
703-547-2300 facsimile
Emaii: gegliesger@xo0.com

Please inttiate the intemal processes within SBC that will faciktate thia request, and
raspond to this istter as expsditiously as possible with written acknowledgemen of your receipt
so that we may begin the negotiation procass.

Further, in order to timely Incorporete the Triennial Review Remand Order’s rulas into
our revised interconnection agraement, the wire centers in your operating areas that satjsfy the
Tler 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dadicated transport and DS1 and DS3 loops must be
identified and verified. Acoordingly, XO hersby requests that SBC provide all backup.data
necessary to verify the number of lines and the identity of the fiber-based collocators by end
office for sach end office that SBC claims falt within aach tier as those Hers are defined in the
Triénnial Review Remand Order. Thig data shouid be provided by no Iater than Friay,
Fabruary 26, 2005.

Sincerely,

S g

Director Reguiatory Contracts

WWINL RS, SO
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February 18, 2005

YA OVERNIGHT MAH.

SBC Contract Adminiatration
ATTN: Notices Manager
311 S. Akard, 9" Floor

Four Bell Plaza

Dallas, TX 76202-5386

On February 4, 2005, the Federa! Communications Commission ("FCC") released the
taxt of ks Order an Remand in In the Matter of Review of the Section 2561 Unbundiing
Obligations of Incumbertt Local Exchange Carriers, CC Dacket No. 01-338 {*Triennial Review
Remand Ordel”). The niles adopted in the THennial Review Remand COrder constitute a change
in law under the current intarconnection agreament (MCA™) betwean X0O' and Southwestern Belf
Telephons, LP. d/b/a SBC Texas ("SBC"), Pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment
Suparseding Certain Intervening Law, Compensation, Interconnaction and Trunking Provisions
of that ICA, formal written notice is required to begin the process of entering into negotiations to
arrive at an amendment to implement into the ICA the FCC's determinations in the Triennial
Review Remand Order.

Accordingly, we hereby provida this notice, and request that SBG begin good-taith negotiations
under Section 252 of the 1996 Telecom Act directed toward reaching a mutually agreeable ICA
amendmaent thet fully and properly implaments the changss that have occurred as a result of the
Triennial Raview Remand Order. In addition, formal notice is hereby being given for purposes
of again commencing negotiations on the changes in law implemented by the Triennial Review
Order that ware unaffacted by tha Trienniai Review Rsmand Order? We intend that the
nagotiations will include the effact of section 271 of the 1886 Telecom Act on SBC's ongoing
obligation to provide access to certain unbundied network elements, as weil as indepsndent
state authority 10 order unbundiing.

' *XQ." for purposes of this notice, refars to X0 Communications Services, inc., on behalf of

and/or as succoasor in interest to XO Texas, inc.

% The inclusion of changes in law implernsmed by the Triermial Review Order in this request

should not be construed as a waiver of any right XO may have, and XO hereby reserves afl

such rights, to seek imrmediate refief for SBC's continued refusal, after months of negotiation
- between the parties, to impiement those provisions of the TRO not aftected by appeai or

vacatur.
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XQ.

XO notes that, pursuant to Section 2.1 of the Second Amendment Superseding Certain
Intarvening Law, Compensation, interconnection and Trunking Provisions of the current ICA and
paragraph 233 of the Triennial Review Remand Order, the axisting terms of the parties’ ICA
continue in effect until such time as the Partles have executed a written amendment to the ICA.
As such, XO expacts that both it and SBC wili continue o honor &l terms and conditions of the
current interconnaction agreement untll such time as a written amendment is sxscuted,
Furthermore, as both SBC and XO are parties to Dockst No, 28821 - Arbitration of Non-Costing
Issues for Successor Interoonnection Agreaments to the Texes 271 Agreement, XO providss
notice to SBC that It expects the partias to negotiate implementation of the Triennial Review
Remand Order, pursuant paragraph 233 of the Triennlal Asview Remand Order, 50 that the
resufting Interconnection agreement reflects such Triennial Review Remand Ordar,

The main company contact for thess negotiations is:

Gegi Leeger

Director Reguiatory Contracts
11111 Sunset Hilis Road
Reston, VA 20190
703-547-2109 voice
703-547-2300 facsimile
Email: gegilesger@xo.com

Piease initiate the intemal processes within SBC that wil! faciltate this request, and
respond to this letter as expeditiously as possible with writtan acknowledgernent of your recelpt
so that we may begin the negotiation procass. .

Further, in order to timely incorporate the Triennial Review Remand Order's rules into
our revised interconnection agreement, the wire centars i your operating areas that satisfy the
Tier 1, Tler 2, and Tier 3 criteria for dedicated transpart and DS 1 and DS3 loops must be
identified and verified, Accordingly, XO hereby requests that SBC provide all backup data
necessary to varify the numbaer of lines and the identity of the fiber-based coliocators by end
offico for each end office that SBC claims fall within eech tier as those tlars are defined in the
Triennial Review Remand Order. This data should be provided by no later than Friday,

February 25, 2005.
Sincerely,
Gegl Leega g

Director Regulatory Contracts

wWW.X0.com



http://gegi.leegerexo.com
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March 8, 2005

VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL

Anthony M. Black

Assistant General Counsel

Verizon

1515 North Courthouse Road, Suite 500
Arlington, VA 22201

Re:  Verizon Respaonse to XO February 18, 2005 Letters

Dear Mr. Black:

XO Communications, Inc. (“XO") appreciates Verizon’s prompt response to XO's letters
requesting negotiations to incorporate recent changes of federal law into the parties’
interconnection agreements ("ICAs"). That response, however, is inconsistent with federal law
and the ICAs, and XO provides the following reply to explain its position.

XO is well aware that Verizon has issued notices stating its intention unilaterally to
implement Verizon's interpretation of the Triennial Review Remand Order (“TRRO”). Moreover,
XO did respond to Verizon's February 10, 2005 notice. In its response, XO explained why
Verizon's intended course of action, as outlined in Verizon's February 10, 2005 notice, violates
the requirements of the TRRO. Contrary to your assertion, there is not a single word in the
FCC's TRRO order that states that its implementing regulations bar CLECs from ordering new
Discontinued Facilities . . "irrespective of the terms of existing section 252 interconnection
agreements.” Indeed, Verizon's latest “self-help” proposal is fundamentally inconsistent with the
TRRO requirement that “the incumbent LEC and competitive LEC must negotiate in good faith
regarding any rates, terms, and conditions necessary to implement our rule changes.” TRRO
233 (emphasis added). That Order, moreover, provides that “carriers have twelve months from
the effective date of this Order to modify their interconnection agreements, inciuding
completing any change of law process.” TRRO 1l 143 & 196 (emphasis added). Indeed, the
issue is not what Verizon's rights are or are not, but whether language reflecting those rights
must be negotiated and if necessary arbitrated so that they are properly incorporated into
interconnection agreements. Verizon thus is required to negotiate appropriate ICA amendment
language to implement the provisions of the TRRO, not simply Verizon take unilateral action to
implement such provisions without amending the ICA, as required.

As a result, XO's request for negotiations is not unnecessary, as you indicate. XO
requested negotiations for ICA amendments that implement recent changes in federal law,
including the FCC's Triennial Review QOrder (“TRO") and TRRO. The issues to be negotiated
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are all contained in those orders. We will provide you with proposed contract language that
addresses all of these issues shortly. XO has no intention of delaying timely implementation of
the latest federal requirements, as Verizon has done with provisions of the TRO that do not
benefit Verizon, but such timely implementation will require the cooperation of Verizon which, to
date, has not been forthcoming.

Verizon's willful refusal to negotiate over language that incorporates the rights of the
parties in light of the changes in law arising out of the TRO and TRRO comes at your own risk.
X0 intends to offer specific language reflecting its understanding of its legal rights. If Verizon
refuses to negotiate over these terms, XO will seek arbitration and will seek to bar Verizon from
offering any alternative language to that offered by XO that was not first presented by Verizon
as part of the negotiation process.

Verizon’s revisionist history of events since the FCC issued its TRO is a prime example
of Verizon's recalcitrance. XO received Verizon's notices of that order and request for
negotiation, and XO responded that XO, too, wished to engage in good faith negotiations.
Verizon, however, refused to engage in such negotiations. Verizon instead filed for arbitration in
every state where it had a telephone operating company. Verizon subsequently filed a motion
to dismiss XO from certain state proceedings based on Verizon's erroneous interpretation of the
change of law provisions in some of XQO’s interconnection agreements. In ruling on Verizon’s
motion, no state commission substantively agreed with Verizon's position that Verizon couid
unilaterally cease providing unbundled network elements without first negotiating an
amendment to XO’s interconnection agreement. Moreover, while the arbitration was pending,
XO continued to negotiate an amendment with Verizon and continues to seek negotiation of
appropriate contract language to implement requirements of both the TRO and the TRRO. XO
certainly will work within the framework of existing proceedings, to the extent they exist, but that
should not delay the parties’ efforts to negotiate appropriate ICA amendments.

XO rejects Verizon’s refusal to include Section 271 and state-required unbundled
network elements (“UNES”) in the negotiations. Verizon’s state unbundling requirements must
be considered as long as those requirements are in effect. The plain language of Section 271
requires Verizon to provide certain UNEs pursuant to an ICA. 47 U.8.C. § 271(c)(2). Neither
the availability of special access services under Verizon tariffs nor Verizon's so-called
“commercial agreements” offered outside the section 252 process can satisfy Verizon’s Section
271 obligations. Verizon's refusal to negotiate just and reasonable rates, terms, and conditions
for these UNEs is further evidence of Verizon's continuing bad faith.

The most immediately troubling aspect of your letter is Verizon's anticipatory breach of
the parties’ ICAs by stating Verizon's intention to reject orders for UNEs that Verizon contends
are to be under “the unconditional no-new-add directive ordered in the TRRO.” The FCC would
not have expressly required the rates, terms, and conditions in the TRRO be incorporated into
ICAs if no amendment were necessary. Indeed, Verizon apparently recognizes the need for
ICA amendments by proposing just such an amendment that “must be completed early enough
within the transition period that the transition of the embedded base itself be completed before
the transition period closes.” Verizon's threatened refusal to comply with its lawful and effective
iCAs will serve only to further delay appropriate implementation of the TRRO if XO must devote
its limited resources to taking actions necessary to compel Verizon to comply with its ICAs.




XO wili proceed as if Verizon intended to negotiate in good faith for ICA amendments to
establish appropriate rates, terms, and conditions to implement the TRRO and other changes in
federal law. If Verizon refuses to respond accordingly, XO will take the steps necessary to
enforce its legal rights.

Sincerely,

Gegi Leeger

cc: Douglas Kinkoph
Jeffrey A. Masoner
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March 7, 2005

Mr. Jeffrey Carlisle

Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
The Portals

445 12" Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 04-313; CC Docket No. 01-338;
In the Matter of Unbundled Access to Network Elements, Review of the Section
251 Unbundling Obligations of Incumbent Loca! Exchange Carriers; Triennial
Review Order on Remand

Dear Mr, Carlisle:

| am writing on behalf of XO Communications, Inc. (“XO"). As you are well aware, the recent
Order on Remand released in the above referenced Docket (*“TRR(O"), requires that CLECs and ILECs
undertake all necessary steps to in good faith amend their existing interconnection agreements (“/CA") in
order to impiement the changes reflected in the TRRO. |n addition, the Commission provided a transition
period of either 12 or 18 months, depending on the affected UNE, in order to effectuate such ICA
changes and transition off all de-listed UNEs. Unfortunately, SBC has taken it upon itself to ignore this
clear directive of the Commission by unilaterally implementing its view of the TRRO without the good faith
negotiation the Commission has made clear is required. Below we outline the unfortunate, albeit not
unexpected, actions SBC has already taken in the short period of time since the TRRO was released to
again thwart XO's efforts to seamlessly comply with Commission directives to ensure the smooth
transition of their customers to altemative service arrangements for affected UNEs.

On or about February 11, 2005, SBC sent to X0 Accessible Letter Numbers CLECALL05-019
and CLECALLQ5-020 (“Accessible Letters”), in which SBC claims, among other things, that

1. as of March 11, 2005, X0 “may naot place, and SBC will no longer provision New,
Migration or Move Local Service Reguests {(LSRs) for affected elements”, and that this
directive is “operative notwithstanding interconnection agreements or applicable tariffs”;
and

2. a signature-ready ICA Amendment, prepared solely by SBC, was made available as of
February 21, 2005, which X0 should “download, print, complete and return to 5BC” by
March 10, 2005.

See SBC Accessible Letters, attached hereto as Exhibit A (emphasis added). On February 18, 2005, XO
sent (i) a letter to SBC rebutting SBC's positions in its Accessible Letters as violative of the TRRO, and (i)
written requests to enter into good faith negotiations to amend their ICAs in the SBC territory states to
incorporate the rule changes necessitated by the TRRO. See XO Rebuttal Letter and XO Request
Letters, attached hereto as Exhibits B and C, respectively. On February 24, 2005, SBC responded to the
XO Rebuttal Letter, again refusing to enter into the good faith negotiations required by the TRRO. See
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